Attachment 2 



Preliminary 

IAQ 2001 

SUMMARY REPORT 

Date: 

November 4-7, 2001 

Location: 

Sheraton Fisherman’s Wharf Hotel, San Francisco, CA. 

Title: 

Moisture, Microbes, and Health Effects: Indoor Air Quality and Moisture 
in Buildings 

Cosponsors: 

AIHA, ARJ 

Registrants: 



254 total, Sold'out capacity, 

Breakdown: 

76 members (30/35) 178 non-members (70/65) (%Actuai / %Estimated) 

217 Pre-Registration, 10/5/01 (85/80) 37 On-site Registration (15/20) 

37 International (15%) 217 USA & Canada (85%) 


Technical Program: 

Abstracts Submitted: 103 
Abstracts Accepted: 71 

Tech. Papers: 36 (34 papers were presented at conference) 


Plenary Sessions: 3 

Tech. Sessions: 7 

Posters: 0 


Conference Evaluation: 

Total number of respondents: 27 (10% of conference registrants) 

How would you rate; (Scale 1-10 with 10 being the best) 


The conference overall 8.04 

The technical content of the papers 7.46 

The presentation of the papers 7.12 

The conference location (City) 8.74 

The conference facilities/accommodations 6.12 
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How can we improve the IAQ conference series'.’ 

Better screening of papers. 

Do everything just the same! 

The crosscutting nature of the conference and the immaturity of the field 
guarantees wide variations in quality. Don't worry about it. The overall 
value is very high! 

No cell phones ringing. Must be silenced. 

Better sound system, better room, liked the “focused” format. 

I liked the focus on a specific IAQ topic of interest. 

More room. School-like setting with tables for writing and note taking. 
Excellent information and participation from professionals worldwide. 
Bridging the gap between micro-biology and engineering remains a 
challenge. Focus on that is essential. 

Very good conference. Lively. Encouraged participation. Much 
discussion. Good formula to keep group together. 

Chairs too close together. 

Avoid presentations of someone’s work experiences that add no new 
information. 

Good mix of disciplines. I tike the combination of health presentations 
along with building science information. Especially those that suggest 
new or different associations between building components and health. 

Use panels. Have 4 speakers then a panel to take questions and discussion 
ideas among them. Have a flip-chart up so that people can write things 
down for the audience. Much better than previous ASHRAE IAQ 
conferences. Need more discussion among experts to get a better picture. 
If there is a problem with a speakers facts they need to be challenged. The 
more this happens, the better the quality of the conference will be. Also, 
have audience evaluate each speaker and moderators actively encourage 
this evaluation. Written materials should have been indexed or at least 
divided for each day so we find papers while speaker is talking. 

More C02 dilution. Expand speaker time. Speakers should try 
Toastmasters. 

Add continental breakfast. 

More content on practical building investigations. 

Some speakers could not be understood due to heavy accent and others 
due to low speaking volume. Room was very cramped. 

Speaker animation! 

Other conferences I have attended had break out sessions based on 
interest. 

It was better than most. I liked the focused approach. 

This was a very expensive meeting place - it is nice but difficult to afford. 
Larger and better facilities may be available for the same price or less at 
another hotel outside tourist area. 
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The slide format distributed to the speakers was poor for seeing the slides 
in the back. Bullet colors could barely be seen. The use of red on this 
background for emphasis was very difficult to see. 

Have poster session as presented in initial flier. Slide schedule up if 
speakers cancel rather than providing a longer break. 

The speakers need to feam public speaking skills. As conference 
organizers, there is little you can do about this. I prefer to listen to papers 
written on applied studies. 

- Generally as good as other conferences, however, because of the smaller 
size, choice of papers was limited compared to the bigger conferences. 
Meeting should be fragrance and cell phone free. 

Have the speakers’ microphone fastened on the screen side of the lapel 
rather than the opposite. When the speaker turns to face the screen he/she 
will still be heard. 

Have speaker check if they can be heard after the first sentence rather than 
before. 

Have you attended previous IAQ conferences? 

11 Yes 16 No 

How many? 

# Conferences 
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

How does this conference compare with previous IAQ or other professional 
conferences? 

Very Good 9 

Good 1 

Poor 1 

Do you plan to attend IAQ 2004? 

10 
1 

16 
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Yes 

No 

Don’t know yet 
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What influences your decision? 


Location 11 

Conference cost 4 

Company budget 6 

Topic/Content 11 

ABIH CM points 1 

Travel distance 1 


Preliminary Financials: 

Est. Expenses = $115,000 (Excl. Overhead & BOD) 
Est. Revenue = $117,000 


$2,000 Gross Profit? 

Notes: 

1. Expenses cover four years of planning instead of the normal three-year cycle. 
Total expenses charged to the conference in Society year 98/99 were SI 5.2k. 

2. Staff salary allocations were not adjusted to account for subcontracting the 
paper review process to the University of Illinois in Society years 00/01 and 
01 / 02 . 
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